President\u27s Message by Bauda, Charles A.
The Linacre Quarterly
Volume 40 | Number 4 Article 1
November 1973
President's Message
Charles A. Bauda
Follow this and additional works at: http://epublications.marquette.edu/lnq
Recommended Citation
Bauda, Charles A. (1973) "President's Message," The Linacre Quarterly: Vol. 40 : No. 4 , Article 1.
Available at: http://epublications.marquette.edu/lnq/vol40/iss4/1
THE NATIONAL FEDERATION 
OF CATHOLIC PHYSICIANS' GUILDS 
President ... . .. ...... . .... ..... .. ....... ... . ...... CHARLES A. BAUD:' 
72f3 Niagara St .. Buffalo, N.Y . 14213 
President-Elect ...... . .... ........ . . . ... ... ..... . ..... JOHN J. BRENNA 
2040 W. Wisconsin Ave., Milwaukee, Wis. 53233 
Vice-President ................ .............. . .... .. JOHN R. CAY ANAG 
3225 Garfield St., Washington, D.C. 20008 
Secretary . ........ .... ............................... . GEORGE BLAH 
1835 W. Harrison, Chicago, Ill . 60612 
Treasurer ............ ... ........................ .. EDWARD G. KILRO. 
20800 Westgate, Fairview Park, Ohio 44126 
Episcopal Advisor .. .................... MOST REV. MARTIN LOHMULU 
222 N. 17th St., Philadelphia , Pa. 19103 
Spiritual Advisor ........................ . .... .. ... REV. CHARLES J . SC 
2129 North Broad St., Philadelphia, Pa. 19122 
Executive Secretary .. ................. .......... ......... ROBERT H. H' 
2825 N. Mayfair Rd ., Milwaukee, Wis. 53222 · 
HONORARY PRESIDENTS 
NARCISSE F. THIBERGE, M.D., New Orleans, La. 
DIRECTORS 
\1.0 . 
M.D. 
M.D. 
. , 
M.D. 
M.D. 
D.O. 
~RER 
.ZOG 
Region 1: JOHN E. BURKE, M .D., 81 Warren Rd., Framingham, Mass. Connecticut 1/aine. 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont. 
Region II: JOSEPH J. RICOTTA, M .D., 689 Forest Ave., Buffalo, New York 14222. Ne York. 
Region /11: JOSEPH GAMBESCIA, M .D., 1907 S. Broad St. , Philadelphia, Pa. 19141'\. De/a· 
ware, District of Columbia, Georgia. Mary land, New Jersey, North Carolina, Penn 'lvania, 
South Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia 
Region IV: JOHN H. DORAN. M.D., 2387 1 W. McNicholas Rd., Detroit, Michiga , 48219. 
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio. 
Region V: W. H. HARRIS, JR., M.D ., 840 Maison Blanc he Bldg., New Orleans, L, .uisiana 
70112. Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma Puerto 
Rico, Tennessee, Texas. 
Region VI: WILLIAM V. FITZSIMMONS, M.D., 1159 Westgate, Oak Park, II! 60301. 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Manitoba, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakom South 
Dakota, Wisconsin. 
Region VII: EDWARD M. GREANEY . M.D., 13858 Weddington Street, Van Nu}s. Calif. 
91401. Alaska, British Columbia, California, Hawaii, Oregon, Washington. 
Region VIII: JAMES J. DELANEY, M .D., 4200 E. Ninth Ave., Denver, Col. 80220. Arizona. 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Ne w Mexico, Utah, Wyoming. 
214 Linacre QuarterlY 
PRESIDENT'S 
MESSAGE ... 
Charles A . Bauda, M .D. 
A~ I reflect and try to assess the events which transpired during my 
Prestdency, the perennial question of "Why a National Federation of 
Catholic Physicians?" seems to come into sharper focus. At our 1972 
National Meeting in Cincinnati I addressed myself to this matter at great 
length. l wish to reiterate the more salient points with renewed emphasis. 
In a synthesis of thought of two renowned theologians concerned about 
the future of medical ethics (Be rnhard Haring, a Catholic and Rev. Charles 
Carroll, a Protestant) I stated, 
"The progress of medical science and practice has contributed greatly to the 
profound changes in the condition of human life today. In the near future medicine 
will have ever greater responsibility for man's meaning as well as man's total well 
being" (Haring) 
With this responsibility will come tremendous powers which, if misdirected, 
could destroy the ethical framework within which medicine has set its goals. It 
would become "medicine without ethic". (Carroll) 
In light of this expressed concern, we as physicians must promote the 
Catholic et~ic in the practice of medicine and we must explore every 
avenue posstble to extend the area of our influence. 
. We, the Catholic physicians of America are eager to become involved 
10 ~edical moral problems and lend our scientific knowledge to the theo-
logtcal knowledge of the hierarchy. 
The viability _of this Federation depends on the recognition and accep-
tance by the hterarchy of the physician's role as a member of the lay 
apost?late with expertise in the medical disciplines and a dedication to 
exerctse t~em in a Catholic ethic. 
!he primary purpose of the Federation's existence is dependent upon 
thts mutual assistance, the ultimate aim of which is the support of the 
magisterial teaching of the Church.) 
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ethics rather than to conform to the casuistic ~~rali_ty ·:legislate, 
the Supreme Court; and finally with our active parti~IpatiOn 1? these e 
we achieved recognition and acceptance by the hierarchy m our n 
members of the lay apostolate. 
In conclusion J wish to take this opportunit~ to extend my gr 
thanks to Bishop Lohmuller, our Episcopal Advisor, Father Schere1 
Moderator, Bob Herzog, our Executive Secretary an~ to all my_ f 
officers and members of the Board of Directors for their cooperat10 1 
dedication to the service of the Federation. 
Finally, 1 wish to reiterate my si~cere thanks_ for the many heart 
communications which I have received as President. 
Sincerely yours, in Christ, 
Charles A. Bauda, M.D. 
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The Retarded and. 
·The Criteria for the Human 
Stanley Hauerwas 
The author is a professor of 
theological studies at Notre Dame 
Unive rsity . RecenLiy he was on sab-
batical leave at The Joseph and 
Rose Kennedy Institute for the 
Study of Reproduction and Bio-
ethics where he studie d the concept 
of a "Christian medical ethics. " His 
article evaluates the setting of stan-
dards to determine "humanness," 
particularly in reg.ard to th e 
retarded. 
It is often a rgued that the evalua-
tion of the development and appli -
cation of new biomedical technol-
ogy depends on the view o ne has 
of man. The degree o ne thinks man 
is different from other animals and 
in what that difference consists 
seems to be crucial for such issues 
as the prolongatio n of life, the lim-
its or uses of behavior modifica-
tion, a nd the permissibility of hu-
man experimen tation. Even though 
the centrality of o ur view of man 
for such decisio ns seems obvious, 
how the "distinctively human" is 
to be understood and used is a mat-
ter of controversy. This difficulty 
may be an indication that there is 
something mo rally askew about the 
general methodological assumption 
that criteria for th e human are re-
quired for the work of bioethics to 
advance. Fo r this assumption makes 
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us forge t how inappropria te it is 
for the preservation of o ur human-
ity to justify the exclusion of some 
men from human care and concern 
on gro unds that they fail to meet 
suc h ·'crite r ia.'· T he appropriate 
mo ral context for raising the ques-
tio n of the "essentially" human 
should no t be an attempt to deter-
mine if some men are or are not 
human, but rather what we must be 
if we are to preserve and enhance 
what humanity we have. In other 
words the question of the c riteria 
of the hum an sho uld not be ra ised 
about others but only about our-
selves. 
Many raise the question of the 
"d istinc tively" human in an attempt 
to place some limits on what they 
perceive as the dehumanizing po-
te ntia l o f biomedical technology. 
For example, they a rgue that we 
should not try to c reate "better hu-
mans" thro ugh positive genetic ma-
nipulation, as these procedures vio-
late man's dignity and capacity for 
self-determination. For example in 
a recent Chicago Studies (Fall . 
1972), William May argues that we 
should not do what we can do 
because: 
..... man does d iffer, and differs 
radically , in kind from other animals 
and that this difference is rooted in 
his capacity for conceptual thought, 
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